

NEGATIVE: Africa
Negative: Africa
By “Coach Vance” Trefethen
Resolved: The United States Federal Government should considerably reduce its military commitments

The AFF plan withdraws US troops from Africa. This will be a bad idea because US forces are key to fighting terrorism that threatens African citizens and US national security. In addition, US troops withdrawn from Africa would be redeployed to confront China, which would cause far more danger to US security than anything going on in Africa.
Note: The two China disadvantages at first sound mutually contradictory but they are not. The first one says US troops withdrawn from Africa would be redeployed to the Pacific where they would antagonize China, and that’s bad. The second one says US troops withdrawn from Africa would not be in Africa to confront China, and that’s bad. The difference is, we need to confront China in Africa, where we can compete for global influence with other countries, but not confront China in the Pacific, where it will seem we are directly threatening the Chinese homeland itself and getting in their face. Avoiding both disads requires a Negative ballot, because it means US troops will stay in Africa to block Chinese hegemony there, and will not be pulled out to antagonize China in the Pacific.

NOTE: In every case, the red bracketed notations about END QUOTE and LATER IN THE SAME CONTEXT are added by the brief writer to help comply with the new Stoa evidence rules. When these appear in a contiguous text without any line separation, they indicate that we are merely not-reading the non-underlined portion of the evidence quote, even though it is still present. When they appear with line breaks around them, they indicate that we are moving from one part of the quoted article to more distant part of the article and the skipped text is not preserved nor presented in the brief.

If there are evidence quotes where the evidence contains underlined portions and non-underlined portions, you are still obligated by Stoa rules to enunciate (say out loud) the signals “END QUOTE” and “LATER IN THE SAME CONTEXT” to indicate you are skipping some non-underlined text – even if we do not have the bracketed markers there to remind you.
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[bookmark: _Toc52712537]Impact: ISIS and Al-Qaeda kill thousands
[bookmark: _Toc52711105][bookmark: _Toc52711813]US Defense Dept. Inspector General’s Report to Congress 2020. (directed by Glenn Fine, Principal Deputy Inspector General for the US Dept. of Defense) 21 Feb 2020 EAST AFRICA AND NORTH AND WEST AFRICA COUNTERTERRORISM OPERATIONS https://media.defense.gov/2020/Feb/21/2002252793/-1/-1/1/LEAD%20IG%20EAST%20AFRICA%20AND%20NORTH%20AND%20WEST%20AFRICA%20COUNTERTERRORISM%20OPERATIONS.PDF
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[bookmark: _Toc52711110][bookmark: _Toc52711818]US-China Smart Power Commission 2009(chaired by former US Defense Secretary William Cohen and Maurice R. Greenberg), March 2009, "Smart Power in US-China Relations," CENTER FOR STRATEGIC AND INTERNATIONAL STUDIES http://csis.org/files/media/csis/pubs/090309_mcgiffert_uschinasmartpower_web.pdf    
The evolution of Sino-US relations over the next months, years, and decades has the potential to have a greater impact on global security and prosperity than any other bilateral or multilateral arrangement. In this sense, many analysts consider the US-China diplomatic relationship to be the most influential in the world. Without question, strong and stable US alliances provide the foundation for the protection and promotion of US and global interests. Yet within that broad framework, the trajectory of US-China relations will determine the success, or failure, of efforts to address the toughest global challenges: global financial stability, energy security and climate change, nonproliferation, and terrorism, among other pressing issues. Shepherding that trajectory in the most constructive direction possible must therefore be a priority for Washington and Beijing. Virtually no major global challenge can be met without US-China cooperation.
[bookmark: _Toc52712544]3. Al-Shabab / Somalia / East Africa
[Al Shabab is a militant Islamist group trying to take over Somalia and attacking both within Somalia and against neighboring countries like Kenya.]
[bookmark: _Toc52712545]Al Shabab is a threat to US citizens, and military efforts are reducing their attacks. 71% reduction from 2018 to 2019
[bookmark: _Toc52711111][bookmark: _Toc52711819]US Defense Dept. Inspector General’s Report to Congress 2020. (directed by Glenn Fine, Principal Deputy Inspector General for the US Dept. of Defense) 21 Feb 2020 EAST AFRICA AND NORTH AND WEST AFRICA COUNTERTERRORISM OPERATIONS https://media.defense.gov/2020/Feb/21/2002252793/-1/-1/1/LEAD%20IG%20EAST%20AFRICA%20AND%20NORTH%20AND%20WEST%20AFRICA%20COUNTERTERRORISM%20OPERATIONS.PDF
On January 5, 2020, al Shabaab attacked Manda Bay Airfield in Kenya, killing one U.S. Army soldier and two DoD contractors. Speaking after the Manda Bay attack, General Stephen Townsend, Commander of USAFRICOM, described al Shabaab as “ruthless” and said the group “must be dealt with before the network expands its reach to other places, to include their stated desire to strike U.S. citizens in the U.S. homeland.” In testimony before the Senate on January 30, 2020, General Townsend said that of all the VEOs in Africa, “al Shabaab is most dangerous to U.S. interests today.” Al Shabaab militants also continued to exploit Somalia’s porous border with Kenya to launch attacks and conduct illegal trade. However, according to the Defense Intelligence Agency (DIA), cross-border attacks into Kenya as of October 2019 decreased by 71 percent compared to the same period in 2018.
[bookmark: _Toc52712546]Link: US airstrikes put pressure on Al-Shabab and stop them from expanding their destruction and chaos
[bookmark: _Toc52711112][bookmark: _Toc52711820]Diana Correll 2020 (journalist) 21 Jan 2020 “West African leaders warn it would be a ‘mistake’ to cut back US troops in Africa” https://www.militarytimes.com/news/your-military/2020/01/21/west-african-leaders-warn-it-would-be-a-mistake-to-cut-back-us-troops-in-africa/ (brackets added)
[AFRICOM spokesman Air Force Col. Chris] Karns said that the strikes are designed to thwart al-Shabab’s influence on the continent. “The pace of airstrikes can be characterized as an active effort to disrupt terror networks, create organization confusion, and degrade their ability to plot and plan broader attacks,” Karns told Military Times. “Persistent pressure and pursuit of al-Shabab contains their ambition and denies them an opportunity to expand their vision of destruction and chaos more broadly." AFRICOM estimates there are approximately 5,000 to 7,000 al-Shabab militants in Somalia.
[bookmark: _Toc52712547]Impact: United States and its citizens harmed
[bookmark: _Toc52711113][bookmark: _Toc52711821]US Defense Dept. Inspector General’s Report to Congress 2020. (directed by Glenn Fine, Principal Deputy Inspector General for the US Dept. of Defense) 21 Feb 2020 EAST AFRICA AND NORTH AND WEST AFRICA COUNTERTERRORISM OPERATIONS https://media.defense.gov/2020/Feb/21/2002252793/-1/-1/1/LEAD%20IG%20EAST%20AFRICA%20AND%20NORTH%20AND%20WEST%20AFRICA%20COUNTERTERRORISM%20OPERATIONS.PDF
According to the USAFRICOM Campaign Plan, the U.S. military seeks to “degrade” VEOs in East Africa by FY 2021 to the point where they cannot harm U.S. interests. The DIA told the DoD OIG that the terrorist threat from al Shabaab and ISIS-Somalia against Somali government officials, international forces, and key infrastructure remains “high.” The USAFRICOM Commander, General Stephen Townsend, stated publicly in January 2020 that al Shabaab “must be dealt with before the network expands its reach to other places, to include their stated desire to strike U.S. citizens in the U.S. homeland.” In testimony before the Senate on January 30, 2020, General Townsend said that of all the VEOs in Africa, “al Shabaab is most dangerous to U.S. interests today.”
[bookmark: _Toc52712548]4. Russia
[bookmark: _Toc52712549]Link: Russia competing for influence in Libya at US expense, threatening future US military partnerships and counterterrorism operations
[bookmark: _Toc52711114][bookmark: _Toc52711822]US Defense Dept. Inspector General’s Report to Congress 2020. (directed by Glenn Fine, Principal Deputy Inspector General for the US Dept. of Defense) 21 Feb 2020 EAST AFRICA AND NORTH AND WEST AFRICA COUNTERTERRORISM OPERATIONS https://media.defense.gov/2020/Feb/21/2002252793/-1/-1/1/LEAD%20IG%20EAST%20AFRICA%20AND%20NORTH%20AND%20WEST%20AFRICA%20COUNTERTERRORISM%20OPERATIONS.PDF
This quarter in Libya, a U.S. surveillance drone monitoring violent extremist activity was shot down over Tripoli. USAFRICOM said that Russian paramilitary forces who are fighting alongside the Libyan National Army (LNA) in that country’s civil war were likely responsible for the incident. The U.S. military conducts counterterrorism operations from outside Libya in coordination with the internationally recognized Government of National Accord (GNA). Russian mercenary forces known as the Wagner Group increased their presence in Libya this quarter by deploying an additional 600 to 1,200 mercenaries to support the LNA and Russian objectives in North Africa. General Townsend said in January 2020 that Russia seeks to “demonstrate itself as an alternative partner to the West” and sees an opportunity to position itself along NATO’s southern flank. ISIS-Libya remained “degraded” during the quarter, according to the DIA. However, Secretary of Defense Mark Esper told reporters in November 2019 that there is an ongoing need for lethal operations to keep ISIS-Libya in a degraded state. USAFRICOM also stated that the growing Russian military presence in Libya threatens future U.S. military partnerships and counterterrorism cooperation by impeding U.S. access to Libya.
[bookmark: _Toc52712550]Link: Growing Russian military presence in Africa undermines US influence and threatens freedom of movement in the southern Mediterranean
[bookmark: _Toc52711115][bookmark: _Toc52711823]US Defense Dept. Inspector General’s Report to Congress 2020. (directed by Glenn Fine, Principal Deputy Inspector General for the US Dept. of Defense) 21 Feb 2020 EAST AFRICA AND NORTH AND WEST AFRICA COUNTERTERRORISM OPERATIONS https://media.defense.gov/2020/Feb/21/2002252793/-1/-1/1/LEAD%20IG%20EAST%20AFRICA%20AND%20NORTH%20AND%20WEST%20AFRICA%20COUNTERTERRORISM%20OPERATIONS.PDF (USAFRICOM is the military organization responsible for operations in Africa. DOD OIG is the Dept of Defense Office of the Inspector General.) (brackets in original)
USAFRICOM told the DoD OIG that Russia uses the Wagner Group and other private military companies to provide military training and support to North African nations as an alternative to Western partners. General Townsend testified in April 2019 that the Wagner Group is closely tied to the Russian government, stating “they train right alongside the Russian armed forces.” The growing Russian military presence in Libya, USAFRICOM said, “could inhibit U.S. military partnerships and [counterterrorism] cooperation.” USAFRICOM reported that Russian military activity in North Africa presents two significant challenges to the United States and its partners. First, Russian military cooperation undermines the ability of the United States and its partners to enhance or maintain military relationships with North African nations. Second, Russia could inhibit freedom of movement in the southern Mediterranean Sea.
[bookmark: _Toc52712551]Link: Russia is widely attempting to expand its influence in Africa
[bookmark: _Toc52711116][bookmark: _Toc52711824]NEW YORK TIMES 2020 (Eric Schmitt and Thomas Gibbons-Neff) 28 January 2020 “Russia Exerts Growing Influence in Africa, Worrying Many in the West” https://www.nytimes.com/2020/01/28/world/africa/russia-africa-troops.html  
The Russian military presence in Mozambique follows a growing pattern of Russia exerting influence in the security sphere across the continent. In the Central African Republic, where a Russian has been installed as the president’s national security adviser, the government is selling mining rights for gold and diamonds at a fraction of their worth to hire trainers and buy arms from Moscow. Five sub-Saharan African countries — Mali, Niger, Chad, Burkina Faso and Mauritania — appealed to Moscow in 2018 to help their overtaxed militaries and security services combat the Islamic State and Al Qaeda.

[bookmark: _Toc52712552]Brink: US pullout would embolden Russia & China. Sustaining US forces is key to checking their power
[bookmark: _Toc52711117][bookmark: _Toc52711825]NEW YORK TIMES 2020 (Eric Schmitt and Thomas Gibbons-Neff) 28 January 2020 “Russia Exerts Growing Influence in Africa, Worrying Many in the West” https://www.nytimes.com/2020/01/28/world/africa/russia-africa-troops.html  
This campaign for influence is playing out as Defense Secretary Mark T. Esper is weighing the potential withdrawal of hundreds of forces from West Africa to better counter threats from Russia and China closer to their borders. But Mr. Esper’s review has drawn sharp criticism from influential congressional Republicans and Democrats who argue that cutting American forces in Africa would help only its rivals. “A withdrawal from the continent would also certainly embolden both Russia and China,” Senators Lindsey Graham, Republican of South Carolina, and Chris Coons, Democrat of Delaware, wrote to Mr. Esper this month. Sustaining United States forces in Africa “serves as a check” against those rivals expanding their influence on the continent, the senators said.
[bookmark: _Toc52712553]Impact: US national security harmed and African people face multiple bad consequences from Russian influence in Africa
[bookmark: _Toc52711118][bookmark: _Toc52711826]Prof. Jideofor Adibe 2019 (Professor of Political Science and International Relations - Nasarawa State University, Nigeria) 14 Nov 2019 “What does Russia really want from Africa?” https://www.brookings.edu/blog/africa-in-focus/2019/11/14/what-does-russia-really-want-from-africa/  
The U.S. is already critical of Russia in Africa. In fact, former U.S. National Security Adviser John Bolton even suggested in a 2018 speech, that “predatory practices pursued by China and Russia stunt economic growth in Africa, threaten the financial independence of African nations, inhibit opportunities for U.S. investment, interfere with U.S. military operations, and pose a significant threat to US national security interests.” In critical reference to the “votes-for arms deals” in the U.N., Bolton stated that such moves “keep strong men in power, undermine peace and security and run counter to the best interest of the African people.”
[bookmark: _Toc52712554]5. Humanitarian missions lost
[bookmark: _Toc52712555]Link: Security threats in West Africa cause cancellation of humanitarian missions
[bookmark: _Toc52711119][bookmark: _Toc52711827]US Defense Dept. Inspector General’s Report to Congress 2020. (directed by Glenn Fine, Principal Deputy Inspector General for the US Dept. of Defense) 21 Feb 2020 EAST AFRICA AND NORTH AND WEST AFRICA COUNTERTERRORISM OPERATIONS https://media.defense.gov/2020/Feb/21/2002252793/-1/-1/1/LEAD%20IG%20EAST%20AFRICA%20AND%20NORTH%20AND%20WEST%20AFRICA%20COUNTERTERRORISM%20OPERATIONS.PDF
USAID reported that deteriorating security and the increased number of internally displaced persons in West Africa has caused humanitarian organizations in Mali to temporarily suspend programming and force changes in the way programs are designed. Additionally in West Africa, USAID program implementers working to address the humanitarian needs in northeastern Nigeria continue to struggle with the Nigerian government’s interference.
[bookmark: _Toc52712556]Link: Insecurity blocks delivery of food assistance
[bookmark: _Toc52711120][bookmark: _Toc52711828]US Defense Dept. Inspector General’s Report to Congress 2020. (directed by Glenn Fine, Principal Deputy Inspector General for the US Dept. of Defense) 21 Feb 2020 EAST AFRICA AND NORTH AND WEST AFRICA COUNTERTERRORISM OPERATIONS https://media.defense.gov/2020/Feb/21/2002252793/-1/-1/1/LEAD%20IG%20EAST%20AFRICA%20AND%20NORTH%20AND%20WEST%20AFRICA%20COUNTERTERRORISM%20OPERATIONS.PDF (brackets added)
In Mali, according to USAID, insecurity has caused implementers to temporarily suspend programming and change the way programs are designed. USAID extended some programs to account for activity suspension and there are increased costs for security. FFP also coordinates with other humanitarian actors to ensure food assistance reaches those most in need. A future development program, which will be awarded this year, will also coordinate with other USAID programs in Mali. The Famine Early Warning System Network reported that in Burkina Faso, IDPs [internally displaced persons] who were unable to cultivate their fields or abandoned them due to the insecurity are dependent on host communities or humanitarian assistance, but 31 percent of IDPs live outside of areas more accessible to humanitarian organizations. Further worsening the situation, security incidents often delay the delivery of assistance where it is available. 
[bookmark: _Toc52712557]Link: Hundreds of thousands prevented from getting food assistance
[bookmark: _Toc52711121][bookmark: _Toc52711829]US Defense Dept. Inspector General’s Report to Congress 2020. (directed by Glenn Fine, Principal Deputy Inspector General for the US Dept. of Defense) 21 Feb 2020 EAST AFRICA AND NORTH AND WEST AFRICA COUNTERTERRORISM OPERATIONS https://media.defense.gov/2020/Feb/21/2002252793/-1/-1/1/LEAD%20IG%20EAST%20AFRICA%20AND%20NORTH%20AND%20WEST%20AFRICA%20COUNTERTERRORISM%20OPERATIONS.PDF (brackets added)
In the Lake Chad Basin—Cameroon’s Far North region, Chad’s Lac region, Niger’s Diffa region, and northeastern Nigeria’s Adamawa, Borno, and Yobe states—most of the humanitarian need is in northeastern Nigeria, where approximately 2.9 million people currently require emergency assistance, including more than 264,000 IDPs [internally displaced persons] residing in camps. [END QUOTE] USAID reported to the USAID OIG that while USAID implementers are working to address the humanitarian needs in northeastern Nigeria, they continue to struggle with the Nigerian government’s interference. Specifically, the Nigerian government has taken uncoordinated actions against humanitarian organizations that are often reversed. [THEY GO ON LATER TO SAY QUOTE:] For example, following a suspension of Mercy Corps and Action Against Hunger in September, the Nigerian government temporarily reversed the ban in late October. However, the suspension had already prevented nearly 400,000 people from receiving food assistance.
[bookmark: _Toc527745333][bookmark: _Toc52712558]Impact: US humanitarian aid to Africa saves lives and reduces poverty
[bookmark: _Toc52711122][bookmark: _Toc52711830]Prof. Stephen A. O’Connell 2017 (Professor at Swarthmore College; authority on the political economy of Africa & on macroeconomic policy in low-income developing countries; member of the Programme Committee of the AERC, an NGO devoted to building the research and advisory capacity of the economics profession in sub-Saharan Africa; Ph.D. from the Massachusetts Institute of Technology) 31 Jan 2017, “What the U.S. Gains From its Development Aid to Sub-Saharan Africa,” http://econofact.org/what-the-u-s-gains-from-its-development-aid-to-sub-saharan-africa    
Health and humanitarian aid represent more than 80 percent of U.S. aid to Africa and are supported by many Americans. [END QUOTE]The U.S. continues to lead the global fight against HIV/AIDS and malaria in Africa, with major results and with apparent support from President Trump during the campaign and from Rex Tillerson, Trump's nominee for Secretary of State. [HE GOES ON LATER IN THE SAME CONTEXT QUOTE:] For instance, between 2000 and 2015 the number of malaria deaths in children under 5 years in Sub-Saharan Africa dropped from an estimated 694,000 to 292,000 per year. The U.S. is the largest donor towards efforts to combat malaria, contributing 35 percent of global funding. These programs enhance the well-being and productivity of African populations, including girls and women whose access to security, nutrition, health services and education can break the inter-generational transmission of poverty.

[bookmark: _Toc52712559]6. Losing “Great Power” competition to China in Africa
[bookmark: _Toc52712560]Link: Africa is an important competitive space in great power competition with China, and that’s what US forces are focusing on
[bookmark: _Toc52711123][bookmark: _Toc52711831]US Defense Dept. Inspector General’s Report to Congress 2020. (directed by Glenn Fine, Principal Deputy Inspector General for the US Dept. of Defense) 21 Feb 2020 EAST AFRICA AND NORTH AND WEST AFRICA COUNTERTERRORISM OPERATIONS https://media.defense.gov/2020/Feb/21/2002252793/-1/-1/1/LEAD%20IG%20EAST%20AFRICA%20AND%20NORTH%20AND%20WEST%20AFRICA%20COUNTERTERRORISM%20OPERATIONS.PDF (USAFRICOM is the military organization responsible for operations in Africa. DIA is the US Defense Intelligence Agency. DOD OIG is the Dept of Defense Office of the Inspector General.) (brackets added)
The 2018 National Defense Strategy stated that “inter-state strategic competition, not terrorism, is now the primary concern in U.S. national security.” During the quarter, [AFRICOM commander] General [Stephen] Townsend completed his initial assessment of USAFRICOM’s operations and identified the “increasing focus on the transition to great power competition” as a key challenge for the command. USAFRICOM reported to the DoD OIG that “Africa has emerged as an important competitive space in great power competition. In East Africa, the Defense Intelligence Agency (DIA) reported to the DoD OIG that China exports defense materials to African states, including small arms, combat aircraft, infantry vehicles, and unmanned aerial vehicles. The DIA said that China has supplemented state-to-state arms sales by offering military and technical training to East African militaries. China has also conducted joint military exercises with at least two East African nations, Djibouti and Tanzania.
[bookmark: _Toc52712561]Link: Countering China in Africa is key to blocking Chinese strategic advancement globally
[bookmark: _Toc52711124][bookmark: _Toc52711832]Yun Sun 2013 (Nonresident Fellow - Global Economy and Development, Africa Growth Initiative, Brookings Institution) 3 Apr 2013 “China in Africa: Implications for U.S. Competition and Diplomacy” https://www.brookings.edu/research/china-in-africa-implications-for-u-s-competition-and-diplomacy/ 
Furthermore, China’s engagement in Africa has profound geopolitical implications for the U.S. global strategy. As the U.S. rebalances to the Asia-Pacific region, China has identified increasing hindrances in its strategic advancement in East Asia and the Pacific. In response, China is shifting its attention westward to South Asia, the Middle East and Africa to expand arenas for its political and strategic influence. These areas are seen as the most promising by Beijing given the stagnant or declining U.S. involvement. Especially in Africa, China is looking beyond the traditional pursuit of economic benefits and aspires to increase and solidify its strategic presence through enhanced political, economic, diplomatic and academic resources. The failure to perceive and prepare for China’s moves would be dangerous, unwise and potentially detrimental for the United States in the near future.
[bookmark: _Toc52712562]Brink: US pullout would embolden China & Russia
Cross-apply the Brink card from DA-4.
[bookmark: _Toc52712563]Impact: Increased corruption and reduced democracy as Chinese influence grows in Africa unchecked by US engagement
[bookmark: _Toc52711125][bookmark: _Toc52711833]Dr. Michael Tiboris 2019 (Fellow, Chicago Council on Global Affairs; Lecturer at the Harris School of Public Policy Studies at the University of Chicago. PhD in applied ethics and political philosophy from Univ of California, San Diego  May 2019 “Addressing China’s Rising Influence in Africa” https://www.thechicagocouncil.org/sites/default/files/report_addressing-chinas-rising-influence-africa_20190521.pdf
The stakes of global leadership through foreign policy and diplomatic relationships are high. Both democracy and authoritarianism are increasingly prevalent on the African continent. The Bertelsmann Transformation Index (BTI) is a systematic comparison utilized by the British, German, and US governments to asses partner countries. Of the 44 African governments (out of the 54 on the continent) that the BTI quantified the status for in 2016, 22 were scored as some form of democracy of varying stability and 22 were scored as some form of autocracy. More countries than ever before in West and Central Africa are now under democratic systems, but South and East Africa have experienced a regression of political freedoms. The United States has historically made efforts to support the growth of democratic governance in Africa. Some have expressed concern that China’s nonintervention principle allows it to support authoritarian regimes and encourages corruption. Therefore, without continued US engagement, it is possible that the advancement of democracy on the continent is at risk. While China is willing to work with less stable, authoritarian regimes, the very fact that the regimes are less stable and authoritarian has severely limited China’s ability to achieve favorable outcomes in those countries. Evidence suggests that the presence of China’s aid projects is positively correlated with increased local corruption. And recent regression analysis shows that China’s financing disproportionately flows to political leaders’ birth regions and areas populated by their ethnic groups, while no such relationship exists for World Bank funding. Further, aid projects in corrupt areas have shown little to no positive local economic impact. In fact, the combination of China’s nonintervention attitudes and existing local corruption could lead to ineffective projects and a weakening of local political institutions.
[bookmark: _Toc52712564]Impact: Reduced protection of human rights. China uses Africa as a way to reduce global concern for human rights
[bookmark: _Toc52711126][bookmark: _Toc52711834]Lloyd Thrall 2015 (analyst for the RAND Corporation; former enlisted light infantryman in the First Ranger Battalion; forward-deployed military advisor in Iraq; intelligence analyst for the Navy. MA with Distinction in Diplomatic Studies from the University of London  China’s Expanding African Relations - Implications for U.S. National Security https://www.rand.org/pubs/research_reports/RR905.html 
Beijing has gone to great lengths to emphasize a “peaceful development” of Chinese power.1 Outreach efforts in Africa can increase the credibility of this image, as well as reap tangible diplomatic benefits through African support. While diplomatic competition with Taiwan is relatively dormant, Beijing has a continuing interest in isolating Taipei, now recognized by only three African states. With regard to international norms, African support can assist Beijing in countering precedents that China views as potentially dangerous domestically. From both a legal and diplomatic perspective, Beijing likely perceives an interest in preventing international activism on issues of democratic governance and human rights intervention in Africa that could apply equally to domestic Chinese political order.
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